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not be a major problem again. We now 
know that maybe it did that for a gen-
eration or two, but that the scourge of 
anti-Semitism is returning in great 
and terrible force in its ancient home-
land of Europe and other places. 

Today we have two major problems 
of anti-Semitism: in Europe and in the 
Muslim world. It is very appropriate 
that we adopt this resolution today to 
ask the governments of Europe 
through the OSCE and individually to 
crack down on anti-Semitism, to speak 
out against it, to act against it because 
many of the governments of Europe, 
many of the parts of the political left 
in Europe and elsewhere as well as the 
right have not done so. They ought to 
do so. And this resolution is fitting and 
appropriate to adopt today for that 
purpose.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in support of H. Con. Res. 49, ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the sharp 
escalation of anti-Semitic violence within many 
participating States of the Organization for Se-
curity and Cooperation in Europe is of pro-
found concern and efforts should be under-
taken to prevent future occurrences. 

I begin by praising the Organization for Se-
curity and Cooperation in Europe for their con-
ference this past weekend devoted to the 
issues of anti-Semitism and how to combat it. 
The Organization for Security and Cooperation 
in Europe (OSCE) is the largest regional secu-
rity organization in the world with 55 partici-
pating countries from Europe, Central Asia, 
and North America. The OSCE has a com-
prehensive and cooperative approach to secu-
rity, stressing preventative diplomacy and 
human rights. 

The conference last weekend was the first 
high level OSCE conference devoted specifi-
cally to the issue of anti-Semitism. Over 400 
government and nongovernment officials at-
tended. 

The conference took place at Vienna’s 
Hofburg Palace. This same location is where 
Hitler stood, 65 years ago, proclaiming Aus-
tria’s annexation to a cheering crowd of thou-
sands. Sixty-five years later, what can we say 
about tolerance and diversity in Europe? What 
can we say about Human Rights worldwide? 
Specifically, 65 years after the beginning of 
the worst genocide in our time, what can we 
say we have learned about anti-Semitism and 
the horrors of racial hatred? 

Much has changed since then. Yet today 
there are both overt and subtle versions of 
anti-Semitism, in the United States and 
abroad. Physical assaults, arson at syna-
gogues and desecration of Jewish cultural 
sites are occurring. Unfortunately, government 
officials are not speaking harshly enough 
against them. 

The conference on anti-Semitism opened a 
day after the Romanian Government retracted 
an earlier claim that ‘‘there was no Holocaust’’ 
on Romanian soil. In Greece, a recent news-
paper cartoon had one Israeli soldier telling 
the other, ‘‘we were not in Dachau concentra-
tion camp to survive, but to learn.’’

France has experienced a six-fold increase 
in anti-Semitic incidents in the space of a 
year. In Poland, the word ‘‘Jewish’’ is used as 
a term of abuse for Polish soccer fans. In 
other parts of Europe, claims are made that 
Jews had forewarning of the September 11th 

attacks at the Pentagon and World Trade 
Towers. 

The existence of anti-Semitism has played 
throughout history as a major threat to free-
dom. Participating states of the OSCE should 
unequivocally condemn anti-Semitism, racial 
and ethnic hatred and xenophobia, and they 
need to be loud and clear in their message. 

We cannot allow future generations to be 
taught a distorted view of history. Prejudice 
must be rooted out of textbooks, governments 
must speak out against these wrongdoings, 
and anti-Semitic actions must be classified as 
hate crimes. We also need to ensure effective 
law enforcement. Finally, we must promote the 
creation of educational efforts and we must in-
crease Holocaust awareness. I abhor and 
stand against all forms of hatred. 

If action had been taken in the 1930s, many 
lives could have been saved. There are so 
many lessons of history that need to be 
learned, lest they not be repeated. For that 
reason I support H. Con. Res. 49.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker: I will reluctantly 
vote in favor of this legislation, partly because 
it is simply a sense of Congress resolution. 
But I am concerned about this bill and the oth-
ers like it we face with regularity on the floor 
of Congress. We all condemn violence against 
innocents, whether it is motivated by hatred, 
prejudice, greed, jealousy, or whatever else. 
But that is not what this legislation is really 
about. It is about the Congress of the United 
States presuming to know—and to legislate 
on—the affairs of European countries. First, 
this is the United States Congress. We have 
no Constitutional authority to pass legislation 
affecting foreign countries. Second, when we 
get involved in matters such as this we usually 
get it wrong. H. Con. Res. 45 is an example 
of us getting it wrong on both fronts. 

This legislation refers to the rise of anti-
Semitism in Europe as if it is a purely home-
grown phenomenon, as if native residents of 
European countries are suddenly committing 
violent crimes against Jews. But I think we are 
only getting part of the story here. What is ab-
sent from the legislation is mention of the well-
reported fact that much of the anti-Jewish vio-
lence in Europe is perpetrated by recent immi-
grants from Muslim countries of the Middle 
East and Africa. Reporting on a firebombing of 
a Synagogue in Marseille, France, for exam-
ple, the New York Times quotes the longtime 
president of that region’s Jewish Council, 
Charles Haddad, as saying, ‘‘This is not anti-
Semitic violence; it’s the Middle East conflict 
that’s playing out here.’’

Therefore, part of the problem in many Eu-
ropean countries is the massive immigration 
from predominantly Muslim countries, where 
new residents bring their hatreds and preju-
dices with them. Those European politicians 
who recognize this growing problem—there 
are now 600,000 Jews in France and five mil-
lion Muslims—are denounced as racist and 
worse. While I do not oppose immigration, it 
must be admitted that massive immigration 
from vastly different cultures brings a myriad 
of potential problems and conflicts. These are 
complicated issues for we in Congress to deal 
with here in the United States. Yes, prejudice 
and hatred are evil and must be opposed, but 
it is absurd for us to try to solve these prob-
lems in countries overseas.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 

SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 49. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on three of the motions to 
suspend the rules previously postponed. 
Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

S. 858, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 2474, by the yeas and nays; 
H.J. Res. 49, by the yeas and nays. 
Proceedings on other postponed ques-

tions will resume later. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes. 

f 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN BICENTENNIAL 
COMMISSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 858. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
SOUDER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 858, 
on which the yeas and nays are or-
dered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 2, 
not voting 23, as follows:

[Roll No. 312] 

YEAS—409

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Ballenger 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 

Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 

Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
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